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OFFICE ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued 
examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 12/13/2005 has been entered. 

Applicant's remarks filed 12/13/2005 have been considered but are found moot in view of the 
new grounds of rejection necessitated by Applicant's amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who has 
fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this title before the invention thereof by 
the applicant for patent 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-1 1, 25-29, 31, 34-35, 38-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mandal et al. (hereinafter Mandal), US 6,615,218. 

4. As per claim 1, Mandal teaches a computerized method for configuring a network device that 
includes a local configuration record, wherein the local configuration record is in a format that is 
understandable to the network device, the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving a network-condition notification, wherein the network-condition notification is 
indicative of a network condition (Mandal, Col. 8, lines 8-12, the database storage system listens to 
commands/network conditions/messages originating from network devices); 
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determining a response to the network condition notification (Mandal, Col. 8, lines 15-22, 
determine how do generate a response dynamically based on the entries received); 

retrieving, in response to the determined rezones to the network condition, a central configuration 
record from a common repository of configuration records (Mandal, Col. 8, lines 20-25, where the 
corresponding policy is created in a policy storage area), the central configuration record substantially and 
generically representing the local configuration record of the network device (Mandal, Col. 4, lines 35-45, 
policy storage area communicates with each devices individually using the device's native protocols, 
further, policy objects are device neutral, it is Policy Programming Interface - PPI that is communicating 
with different devices with different protocols); 

modifying the central configuration record in accordance with the determined response to the 
network condition so as to generate a modified central configuration record (Mandal, Col. 8, lines 19-25, 
new record/entry generated); 

storing the modified central configuration record in the common repository (Mandal, Col. 8, line 
21, policy storage area is where the modified central configuration record is stored); 

generating at least one device-specific command corresponding to the modified central 
configuration record, wherein the device specific command is in a format that is native to the network 
device (Mandal, Col. 4, lines 35-45); and 

transferring the generated at least one device-specific command via a network to the network 
device wherein the device specific command includes at least one instruction to change the local 
configuration record of the router such that a modification in the central configuration record is reflected 
in the local configuration record, which enables the network device to assist in responding to the network 
condition (Mandal, Col. 8, lines 25-37). 

8. As per claim 2, Mandal teaches the computerized method of claim 1, further comprising the step 



Application/Control Number: 09/730,864 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2152 

of: 

searching the common repository for the configuration record (Mandal, inherent in Col. 4, lines 
15-30, where the database record must be retrieved in order to be send out to the appropriate network 
devices); 

wherein the configuration record is one of a plurality of configuration records stored in the 
common repository (Mandal, Col. 4, lines 15-30). 

9. As per claim 3, Mandal teaches the computerized method of claim 1, further comprising the step 
of: 

publishing a message to an event bus (Mandal, Col. 8, lines 30-37); 

wherein the published message indicates that the retrieved configuration record has been 
modified (Mandal, Col. 8, lines 30-37, where command is a direct result of generation, thus, the command 
directly indicates the retrieved modified configuration record). 

10. As per claim 4, Mandal teaches the computerized method of claim 1, further comprising the step 
of: 

verifying that the modified central configuration record complies with a network policy (Mandal, Col. 
6, lines 4-8). 

11. As per claim 5, Mandal teaches the computerized method of claim 4, further comprising the step 
of: 

publishing a work order to an event bus in response to verifying that the modified central 
configuration record complies with a network policy (Mandal, Col. 6, lines 10-30; Col. 8, lines 20-37). 

12. As per claim 8, Mandal teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of generating the at least 
one device-specific command comprises the steps of: 
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retrieving a device-specific command template, wherein the device-specific command template 
comprises at least one variable field (Mandal, Col. 6, lines 8-30, w^here the policy objects are the variable 
fields, they contain commands to the individual devices in order to further configure them); and 

populating the at least one variable field with data included in the modified central configuration 
record (Mandal, Col. 6, lines 21-30). 

13. As per claim 9, Mandal teaches the method of claim 8, wherein the retrieved central configuration 
record indicates that the network device is from a particular manufacturer, and wherein the retrieved 
device-specific command template is unique to the particular manufacturer (Mandal, Col. 4, lines 30-45). 

14. As per claim 10, Mandal teaches the method of claim 8, wherein the retrieved central 
configuration record indicates that the network device is a particular device type and wherein the 
retrieved device-specific command template is unique to the particular device type (Mandal, Col. 4, lines 
30-45). 

15. As per claim 1 1, Mandal teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of retrieving the 
central configuration record comprises the step of: 

retrieving the central configuration record from a distributed common repository (Mandal, Col. 4, 
lines 30-45). 

16. As per claim 25-29, claims 25-29 are rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claims 1-5 
above respectively. 

1 7. As per claim 31, claims 3 1 is rejected for the same reason as rejection to claim 1 above. 

18. As per claim 34-35, claims 34-35 are rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claims 10-1 1 
above. 
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19. As per claim 38, claim 38 is rejected for the same reason as rejection to combination of claims 1, 
8 and 9 above. 

20. As per claim 39-41, claims 39-41 are rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claim 4, 1 and 8 
respectively. 

21 . As per claim 42, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claim 4 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

22. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such 
that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

23. Claims 6, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mandal, as applied 
in claims 1 and 25 above, in view Dungan et al. (hereinafter Dungan), US 6,363,41 1. 

24. As per claim 6, Mandal does not explicitly teach the method of claim 1, further comprising the 
step of: 

verifying the successful completion of the step of transferring the generated at least one device- 
specific command to the network device 

Dungan teaches a central repository storing configuration information for local devices, the 
system will activate business objects in preparation for real time usage, specifically, Dungan teaches: 

verifying the successful completion of the step of transferring the generated at least one device- 
specific command to the network device (Dungan, Col. 31, lines 1-7). 

It would have been obvious to the person ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
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incorporate the Mandal with Dungan in order to verify the command has been sent out successfully and to 
make sure the receiver actually receives the data sent out (Dungan, Col. 3 1, lines 1-5) 

25. As per claim 30, claim 30 is rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claim 6 above 



Conclusion 

26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
The following patents and publications are cited to further show the state of the art with respect to 
"Dynamic Configuration Of Network Devices To Enable Data Transfers". 

i. US 6098094 Bamhouse et al. 

ii. US 617001 1 Mcleod Beck et al. 

iii. US 6438594 Bowman-Amuah 

iv. US 6567406 Skemer 

V. US 6615166 Guheen et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Chad Zhong whose telephone number is (571)272-3946. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F 7:15 to 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
JAROENCHONWANIT, BUNJOB can be reached on (571)272-3913. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
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through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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March l", 2006 




